It is known that the possible embeddings of a topological w -1 manifold M n~~l in the euclidean space E n differ in the cases n = 3 and n > 3 in a curious way. A topological n -1 sphere can fail to be locally flat at an arbitrary finite number of points if w = 3. For w>3 this cannot happen at a set consisting of a single point [2], It is unresolved if an S n-1 in E n can fail to be locally flat at a pair of points. In this note we introduce a new notion, described in detail below, called a locally weakly flat embedding and show that if a manifold M n~l in E n is locally flat at each point except possibly at the points of a finite set Y and if M n "~1 is locally weakly flat at each point of F, then M n~x is in fact locally flat at every point. In the concluding paragraph an unsolved problem is posed.
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Let [3] shows that LF = LU=»LWF=*LSPU=>LPU.
For w = 3, k = 2 these implications may be reversed [4] . There are examples, for w = 3, that show that at a single point, local peripheral unknottedness, or local weakly flatness does not imply local flatness
[5].
For M = 3, Jf e = l f LU and LPU are entirely independent. In this paper attention is restricted to k = n -1. The proof rests on an adaptation of a theorem of M. Brown's to what I refer to as the "Turning Lemma" for annuli. The same idea can be used to establish a "Union Lemma" for n -1 disks in E n .
Notations. In order to ease our descriptions we define once and for all the meaning of (1) To put it another way, whenever two w-annuli Ai and A2 are nice in E n+l and their common part is a component S12 of the boundary of each of them, and if F satisfies the consistency conditions (i) and (ii) above, then A1UA2 is nice.
PROOF. Let g be a homeomorphism of P on P so that h^JJi is carried onto Ii<JJi carrying {0} into an inner point of Ji, leaving the other endpoints fixed, 3 and also leaving the points of S' =*dP fixed. Then PROBLEM. If M n~l is LWF, is it LF in M n l The result is known to be true for n = 3.
